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for profectm; there are at least half a hundred cases where a word has 
been incorrectly divided at the end of a line. 

A footnote to vi. 25 states that chapters 25-28 are regarded by some 
scholars as an interpolation; other passages equally suspicious pass without 
comment, including iv. 10, about which even the most skeptical can hardly 
doubt. A footnote to vii. 24 contains a belated explanation of vigilia — the 
word has occurred ten times before this (the list of passages given in the 
subject-index is incomplete). 

Chables H. Beeson 

Univebsity of Chicago 



W. S. Teuffels Geschichte der romischen Literatur. Sechste Auflage 
unter Mitwirkung von Erich Klostermann, Rudolf Leon- 
hard, und Paul Wessner, neu bearbeitet von Wilhelm Kroll 
und Franz Skutsch. Erster Band, "Die Literatur der Repu- 
blik." Druck und Verlag B. G. Teubner, Leipzig, Berlin, 1916. 

The revision of the first volume has fallen almost entirely on the shoulders 
of Kroll. Skutsch died before the revision of the third volume was finished; 
Klostermann, who revised the Christian writers in the third volume, had 
nothing to do in Volume I; Wessner was drawn into military service, and 
his contributions to the grammarians were therefore slight; Leonhard, as 
before, revised the jurists. Kroll's burden was increased by the delay 
(caused by the war) in printing the work and the consequent difficulties in 
keeping up with the new literature, and by the frequent changes in proof- 
readers, due also to the necessities of military service. 

As in the two previous volumes the revision has observed the bounds 
set by the original plan of the work. The old section numbers and, with 
little change, the subsection numbers have been preserved. The book has 
increased in size by seventy-eight pages. The greatest increase falls to 
Cicero (over twenty-two pages) ; Varro gains nine pages, Plautus three and 
a half, Sallust two and a half, Terence, Cato, the Ad Herennium, and Caesar, 
two pages each. The amount of new matter is greater than might at first 
appear since most of the additions occur in the smaller type of the sub- 
sections. 

New sections have been inserted: 60a and note, das Alphabet; 164a 
and notes 1-4, Varro als Forscher; 212a and notes 1 and 2, die Neoteriker. 
New subsections have been added throughout the book: 3, 4, infamia of 
the actor; 38, 2; 47, 2, Greek romance; 61, 3, Wortspiel in the early in- 
scriptions; 83, 4, ancient inscription found in the Forum under the lapis 
niger; 97, 7, 2; 98, 5, difference between Latin comedy and the Greek 
originals; 110, 2, 4; 118, 4, Greek influence on Cato; 123, 9, influence of 
Greek rhetoric at Rome shown by prologues of Terence; 164, 3, style of 
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Varro; 167, 3, sources of Varro's De lingua Latina; 168, 2, sources of Varro's 
De re rustica; 175, 4, contemporary and later attitude toward Cicero; 
176, 2, defense of Cicero; 176, 3, Cicero's influence on Roman literature; 

181, 2, rhythmical prose; 182, 2, 2, Greek influence on Cicero's rhetoric; 

182, 3, 2 and 3, analysis and characterization of the Brutus; 182, 5, 1, 
characterization of the Partitiones oratoriae; 184, 2, 3, sources of De legibus. 

Much new matter is contained in additions to the old sections; e.g., 
characterizations of Scipio and Sallust, of the various plays of Plautus and 
Terence, and the works of Cicero. The influence of rhetoric is stressed 
throughout; e.g., 13, tragedy; 22, the epithalamium; 36, history; 46, let- 
ters; 51, philosophy; 135, Gaius Gracchus; still more attention is given 
to Greek influence; e.g., 23, 43, 44, on Cato and Appius Claudius; 35, 
literary prose; 36, history; 41, grammar and philology; 52, mathematics; 
53, science; 57, architecture; 91 and 92, characterization of the sixth and 
seventh centuries; 118, 119, Cato; similarly throughout Cicero's writings. 
Poseidonios, Antiochus, Menander, and Panaitios receive especial attention. 

Many additions have been made in the notes; e.g., 35, 2, early prose 
( Vulgarlatein) ; 88, 1 and 2, publication of the calendar of religious festivals 
and the leges actionis; 97, 14, 1, a lengthy discussion of contamination in 
the Pseudolus; 179, 16-18, 1, defense of Cicero's policy in the De lege agraria; 
in other notes on Cicero, dealing especially with the sources. New literature 
has been added, new citations from Latin authors inserted; sometimes the 
text of an old citation has been given in full. 

On the other hand more than a dozen of the old subsections have been 
dropped, and many have been cut down. The editors of the present re- 
vision broke with the principle of giving a complete bibliography and much 
of the older literature has been eliminated; this is especially true of titles 
bearing on Kritik and Erklarung; references are given instead to Bursian, 
Engelmann-Preuss, Klussmann, etc.; in 214, 14 the bibliography of Catullus 
(Kritik und Erklarung) has been reduced by a half to 16 lines. 

A number of sections have been completely rewritten; e.g., 33, the 
iambus; 47, the romance; 61, earliest Roman prose {carmen); 62, Saturnian 
meter; 206, characterization of Sallust. In general, however, the outline 
of the original text has been but little disturbed. Sometimes the text is cut, 
sometimes cleverly condensed; often the change is purely stylistic; fre- 
quently a word or phrase is inserted to add a new fact or to indicate the 
author's dissent from the old statement. Occasionally the new statement 
is more cautious than the old; in many cases a neutral statement has been 
made more positive. The following will illustrate: 8, 12, denial that any 
connection can be proved between the mimus and the commedia dell' arte; 
9, 7, denial that Horace in his discussion of the satyrdrama (A.P. 220) had 
any definite purpose in mind; 13, 1 rejects Ribbeck's theory that ancient 
Roman tragedies were modernized in the first century a.d.; 15, the plays 
of Plautus were performed "einige Zeit," not "bis in die Kaiserzeit"; so 
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also 99, the critical study of Plautus began "erst spater," not "bald"; 
28, the old statement "die Satire wurde zu einem Literaturzweige durch 
Ennius" is corrected and enlarged, "die Satura ist eigentlich nicht ein 
besonderer Literaturzweig, sondern eine Sammlung vermischter Gedichte, 
wie sie bei den Alexandrinern iiblich war und, wie es scheint, durch Ennius 
in die romische Literatur eingeftihrt wurde"; 29, Valerius Cato is rejected 
as the author of the Dirae; 35, prose has a rhetorical coloring "infolge der 
Herrschaft der Schule," not "infolge des romischen Volkscharakters"; 
36, "das Verlangen das geschichtlich Wahre als solches zu ermitteln und 
fortzupflanzen ist auch den Romern fremd" is corrected to "die Forderung 
das geschichtlich Wahre als solches zu ermitteln und darzustellen, war 
vorhanden und wurde oft ausgesprochen"; and with regard to those who 
concerned themselves with historical criticism "nur wenige" is corrected to 
"keiner"; 44, 7, Cicero's publication of his speeches exactly as they were 
delivered appears to have been the exception rather than the rule; 58, 
"unter den hierher gehorigen Schriften des Boethius ist viel Unechtes" 
is corrected to "von den hierher gehorigen Schriften des Boethius sind 
gerade die gromatischen Teile unecht"; 77, 5, "sogar deutliche Spuren 
hexametrischer Fassung bei Amm. Marc." is corrected to "trtigerisch 
wohl die Spuren," etc.; p. 153, n. 15, Plautus' numerous complaints about 
mores mali do not reflect Roman conditions but were taken over from the 
Greek originals; 128, Spurius Carvilius is not "one of the first" who opened 
a public school at Rome but "the first"; 183, Cicero's errors in rendering 
his Greek originals are "gelegentlich" not "zahlreich"; 205, Sallust writes 
"mit scheinbarem (not "sichtlichem") Streben nach Unparteilichkeit"; 
210, M. Junius Brutus is "weder moralisch noch geistig hochstehend" 
instead of "redlich aber geistig nicht hochstehend." 

Similarly in regard to dates. Sometimes the date is omitted; e.g., for 
the Asinaria, Poentdus, and Rudens of Plautus; rarely is a new date inserted. 
Occasionally a more definite date is given; e.g., 12, drama at Rome "seit 
dem J. 240" instead of "zu Anfang des sechsten Jahrhunderts " ; 44, rhetoric 
taught by Romans "in den neunziger Jahren des letzten Jahrh. v. Chr." 
instead of "nach der Mitte," u.s.w. More often a less definite date is 
given: 40, the earliest inscriptions are "aus sehr fruher Zeit" instead of 
"aus dem sechsten Jahrh."; 97, 20, the Truculentus appeared "aus Plautus' 
spateren Jahren" instead of "um J. 189"; 143, Lucilius died "im J. 102/4" 
instead of "im J. 103"; in a number of instances the date is changed: 60, 
the original of the tabula Peutingeriana is put in the middle of the second 
century instead of the third (but in 412, 6 [third volume] it is put in the 
third or fourth century; a similar discrepancy occurs in dating the Choro- 
graphia of Iulius Titianus; in 60 it is put in the third century; in 364 in the 
second) ; 93, aspirates represented by ch, ph, th "etwa seit J. 150" instead of 
"seit J. 104"; 132, the historians still imitated the annalists "um die Mitte 
des zweiten Jahrh. v. Chr." instead of "in dem ersten Funftel des siebenten 
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Jahrh. d. St."; 182, 5, the Partitiones oratoriae were written "um J. 54" 
instead of "im J. 46 oder 45"; 182, 7, De optimo genere oratorum was written 
"um J. 46" instead of "vielleicht gleichfalls aus dem J. 44"; 205, Sallust 
died in the year 35 instead of 34. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the revision has covered, with 
great thoroughness, a very wide range and has dealt with an immense mass 
of petty details. It was no light task to incorporate in a work constructed 
on such an inelastic plan the results of the investigations of a quarter of a 
century in every field of philological endeavor. It is not surprising, therefore, 
if here and there a passage has escaped the revising hand or if an occasional 
error has crept in or remained unnoticed from the old edition. 

One could make many additions to the bibliography, but it is not clear 
that these omissions have not been intentional. The absence of many 
French, English, and Italian titles is, however, probably due to the deficiencies 
of the library at Munster, of which the editors complained in the preface of 
the second volume. Dreves, Analecta hymnica, should be added in 30, 2, and 
Leo, Die griechisch-romische Biographie, in 37, 7; Traube, Die Geschichte der 
tironischen Noten bei Swtonius und Isidorus, deserves mention in 104, 5. 
The facsimiles cited are almost entirely from Chatelain, Zangemeister- 
Wattenbach, and the Leyden series, but the Chatelain citations are not 
complete; e.g., 182, 2, 3, Harley 2736 = Ch. 19a; 184, 2, 4, Voss. 84 and 86 
= Ch. 38a, 39, 1; 184, 3, 2, Vindob. 189 = Ch. 38, 1; 198, 8, Gudianus 166 
and Parcensis = Ch. 182, 1 and 2. 

The editions cited are not always the latest; Mommsen's Romische 
Geschichte is still cited in the sixth edition; Leo, Kultur der Gegenwart, is 
cited in the second edition, his Plautinische Forschungen and Ebert's Geschichte 
der Literatur des Mittelcdters in the first; Voigt, Wiederbelebung des klassischen 
Altertums, appears in both the second and the third; the first four volumes 
of Drumann's Geschichte Roms are sometimes cited in the first edition, and 
even when the second is used the fact is not always indicated (210, 6 and 7). 
The citations from Isidore's Origines should be revised according to Lindsay's 
edition, especially as some of the chapter numbers of Book i have been changed ; 
35, 1, read 1, 38 for 1, 37; 37, 3, read 41 for 40; 41, 2, read 21 for 20; 104, 5, 
and 191, 4, read 22 for 21. Lindsay's text also contains some changes of 
which the more important are: 7, 1, "mimi sunt .... imitatores" (instead 
of "imitationes"); 35, 1, read "Syrus" for "Syrius" and "iam exhinc et 
ceteri prosae eloquentia contenderunt" for "iam exhinc ceteri prosae elo- 
quentiam condiderunt"; 8, 3, "(mimi) habebant suum actorem (instead of 
"auctorem") qui antequam mimum ageret fabulam pronuntiaret"; 16, 1, 
"aut gestu cantabant" for "ac gestu canebant"; 26, 2, after "more 
centonario" insert "ex multis hinc inde compositis"; 104, 5, insert "com- 
plures" before "simul astantes"; in 191, 4, the MSS have "commentus," 
which Teuffel-Schwabe proposed as an emendation for Arevalo's "com- 
mentatus. " 
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In 180 Porcia is the sister of Cato; 215, 3 is correct, "Tochter nicht 
Schwester"; p. 319, Gallus is said to have been born in Northern Italy; 
232, 2 (second volume) gives his birthplace correctly as Gallia Narbonensis. 
Both of these errors are repeated from the old edition. In 196, 1 the passage 
in oratio recta in B.G. 7, 20 is said to be an exception to Caesar's usage; 
there are other exceptions and one more striking in 7, 77; in 196, 2 the ex- 
pression "Besorgung kritischer Ausgaben" applied to the activities of 
Celsus and Lupicinus is inaccurate; the correct view of such "recensions" 
is given in 109, 2; 196, 7, Holder's edition of the Gallic War contains a 
(separate) word-index to Book viii; the statement in 196 that Caesar speaks 
of himself only in the third person is incorrect. He uses the first person 
plural a number of times. 39, 5, the Vatican MS, Pal. lat. 909, of the His- 
toria miscella of Landolfus Sagax, though contemporaneous, is not an auto- 
graph; see Loew, Beneventan Script, p. 9. 

The new edition, like the old, is in the dark as to the whereabouts of the 
best MS of Cicero's Laelius (184, 14, 2, "wo jetzt?"), once in the library of 
Firmin Didot in Paris, where Mommsen collated it in 1863. Schanz is no 
better informed (" die beste HS is der Codex Parisinus s. IX/X den Mommsen 
bei Didot gefunden hat"); practically the same statement is made by 
Muller (in his Teubner edition) , who used Mommsen's collation. Apparently 
no scholar has collated the MS since 1863, though Reid examined it in 
1883 in London, where it was in the possession of Quaritch, but too late to 
use it for his second edition of the Laelius, which appeared in that year. 
Professor Clifton Price is the only editor, so far as I have discovered, who 
states that the MS is in Berlin. He writes me that Quaritch sold it to 
Berlin in 1901. The MS is in the Royal library there, as I was informed in 
1910 by Holder, the kindly old librarian at Karlsruhe. It might pay the 
next editor of Laelius to collate it anew; at any rate it is high time that this 
philological waif be provided with a definite home in our bibliographies. 

In 214, 1 two inscriptions have been combined into one and the reference 
to the first omitted; the first one, "M. Annius Valerius Catullus," is found 
in CIL, 4484, as stated in the old edition. The paragraph dealing with the 
Catullus MSS (214, 10) needs revision. The 'awkward statement, repeated 
from the old edition, "die alteste und beste erweislich unmittelbare Abschrift 
des Veronensis ist der Parisinus 14137 vom Jahre 1375," can be challenged 
at every point. The Parisinus certainly cannot be proved to be a direct 
copy of V; it is probably not the oldest. The date 1375 is that of its im- 
mediate archetype; the further statement that R contributes nothing 
important to the text is not to the point in estimating the relative value of 
OGR, for the same statement might have been made of G if R had been 
discovered first, and indeed it would probably apply equally well to the lost 
Verona if it should ever come to light. The number of Catullus MSS is 
still given as 70, though Hale's article in Classical Philology, III, 233, cited 
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by Kroll in the next line, contains a list of 119 MSS (including a few that 
contain only fragments). 

A few minor errors may be noted; the number in the running title at 
the top of page 13 should be 8 instead of 7; page 224 (top), the number of 
the subsection has been omitted; 182, 6, 1, the cross-reference 184, 2, 3 
should be 184, 2, 4; the cross-reference in 184, 3, 2, 184, 7, 3 and 184, 9, 2 
should be 183, 6 instead of 183, 7; page 450, the subsection number 6 should 
be 7; page 74 (bottom), read "Cremer" for "Cremrr." 

The index (about 4 pages) has been much condensed, many subject 
titles and a few unimportant names being omitted. 

Charles H. Beeson 

University op Chicago 



VEta delle Guerre Puniche. {Storia del Romani, Vol. III.) By 
Gaetano de Sanctis. Turin: Fratelli Bocca. Pt. I, pp. ix+ 
432; Pt. II, pp. 727. Price of the two parts, lire 30. 

In the volumes before us Professor Gaetano de Sanctis carries his ambi- 
tious Storia del Romani to the close of the Punic Wars. His readers will 
have been prepared by his earlier work to expect a scholarly and exhaustive 
treatment of each period, and their expectations will be fully realized in the 
present generous instalment, which consists of more than eleven hundred 
medium octavo pages. Our author's plan is to give an unbroken chapter of 
historical exposition with essential notes at the foot of the page, and then to 
give an appendix to the chapter containing a thoroughgoing treatment of 
special points. In comparison with the earlier volumes the present shows a 
much fuller discussion of sources and critical problems. 

As one views carefully this vivid depiction of the struggle for the Mediter- 
ranean one finds a surprising number of suggestive contacts across the cen- 
turies. One is almost tempted to acquiesce in the contention of Benedetto 
Croce that there is no difference between contemporaneous and non- 
contemporaneous history. In fact, for a student with a philosophic trend 
the dictum is sound. However, it is exactly these contacts and suggestions 
that classically trained readers will feel and follow for themselves, so a 
reviewer is robbed of his most pleasant function. Accordingly he must 
content himself with considering a few of the questions one always puts to a 
historian of this period. 

To begin with, Professor de Sanctis is an extreme admirer of Polybius. 
It is true that he occasionally tempers his praise, but his strictures are of the 
mildest. His detailed studies such as Composizione ed economia delle Storie 
di Polibio will be regarded by the serious student as among the most accept- 
able features of the volumes. Toward Livy he is not overgenerous; but he 



